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Dr. Kissinger's Report on Conversations in Hanoi. July 24, and 25, 1967 
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Much of what PhamVaa Dong and Ho Chi Minh said to Marcovich and Anbrac 
la already part of the established Hanoi position. Deng reiterated the four 
points and the Trlah interview; he recited the customary Hanoi version of 
recent Sooth Vietnamese history; he also reaffirmed that onconditlonal and 
permanent cessation of the bombing as well as a US withdrawal were part 
of a final settlement, bat that there was no harry about reunification and 
that the N El* would be ready to participate In a coalition government including 
members of recent Sooth Vietnamese governments. Ho demanded 
condemnation of the US as an aggressor. All this is standard. 

Beyond that, however, the interview confirmed earlier indications that Hanot 
has moved somewhat from the terms ofithe original January 28 Trtnh inter- 
view (as farther explained by Mai Van Bo and others) to a position somewhat 
more accurately expressed In Trlnh's July 2 interview ttith Volkestirnmn 
Dong indicated (without spelling out) a Hanoi readiness to negotiate faUrly 
soon after the bombing is stopped; he Indicated that the bombing stop need not 
be permanent; he also said that there need not be any formal declaration that 
we are stopping the bombing: a “de facto" step will do. 

Dong's remarks also contained two potentially interesting statements which 
could indicate Hanoi willingness in time to move on two other issues: 

1) Dong said that the NLF would have to be "present" when South Vietnamese 
matters are discussed — but did not say that we would have to deal exclusively 
with the NLF on those matters or recognise the NUT as sole genuine spokesman 
fon-the South Vietnamese people. This statement may indicate that Hanoi 
might be prepared someday (but not now) to move closer to our position on NLF 
participation in talks. 

2) Dong recognised that US troops would "have to stay" until the end of a 
political settlement in South Vietnam. Hanoi has never clearly indicated its 
position on the timing of a US troop withdrawal, but Dong's remarks at least 
suggest that they would not Insist on such a withdrawal prior to South Vletnazre se 
elections. 


However, Dong's remarks also contained some very hard elements. He did 
not hint at any possible change in Hanoi's position on reciprocity; in fact, his 

demand for an unconditional bombing halt suggests that Hanoi is still not 
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prepared to offer % military concession for a bombing halt. He did not even 
bint that the Kissinger formula might be acceptable, although he must have 
recognized (as Thach did) that it represented a significant departure from 
the established American position. Dong also appeared highly negative on 
the control question. He rejected a suggestion for aerial surveillance of 
the North Vietnamese infiltration routes, and his general attitude on the 
control issue (he had been "wondering when that issue would be raised") did 
not reveal any enthusiasm for the subject or any desire to come up with new 
ideas. He also said nothing about withdrawal of Northern troops from South 
Vietnam. But this had not been raised. 


Thus, in su mmar y, the conversations do not take us any further than some 
of the other material which has been available out of Hanoi and elsewhere, 
but they do offer potentially useful lines for further consideration and possible 
exploration. Pham's firm bombing half- negotiations and ambiguity on 

the NUT consolidate positions taken by ethers earlier in July. 

Miscellaneous 

Beyond the substance of the North Vietnamese remarks, some other elements 
in the Kissinger report are also worth considering: 

1) PhatnVan Dong's Position and Authority: This is not the first time that 

Phan Van. Dong has met with Westerners and, while maintaining a generally 
hard position, has managed to convey an impression of sincere desire for 
peace. Also net the first time that he has appeared to open new possibilities 
for settlement. In the past, however, he has cm occasion been whistled back, 
and we therefore do not really know how authoritative and final his remarks to 
Marccvich and Asbrac can be considered. They may set represent a 
Politburo concensus, it is noteworthy that, despite Ho Chi Mink's remarks 
concerning Dong's power to handle negotiations, Deng did not have any sort 

of reply to make cm the Kissinger proposal for maintenance of Infiltration 
at as even level during a bombing halt. He did not even Indicate that Hanoi 
would study it. 

2) Ho Chi Minh's Health and Modus Operand!. The description of Ho matches 
that revealed in Felix Greene's recent films of North Vietnam. Ho is 
obviously in poor physical shape, but his eyes are still very clear and he does 
not appear to have lost his mental faculties. We would not assume that he 
must be senile because he turns over the burden of negotiations to Dong. He 
has done this sort of thing in the past, giving one of his lieutenants a 
responsibility while retaining power to overrule him or dissociate himself 

If expedient. He thus retains his traditional freedom of movement. 
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3) Possible Hanot Confusion* Pham Van Dong'* expostulation "qua veuleat 
le* America ina" (-what do the Americans want) and his statement that 
negotiations should be conducted by persons "authorized by both parties" 
may reflect some genuine Hanoi confusion as to US goals and intentions. 

This confusion is not alleviated by the despatch of "unofficial" emissaries 
who confine their description of US demands to some general remarks about 
our desire for an honorable settlement and who are completely ignorant 
about such things as the January 28 interview. Dong's performance during 
the second meeting reflected some confusion as to whether hvwas expected 
to present a negotiations brief or engage in an informal chat. Though Hanoi 
is largely responsible for this situation by its insitence that It will not talk 
to us while the bo mbin g continues, Hanoi might still be receptive to some 
highly secret approach which could be intended to give the North Vietnamese 
a clearer idea as to exactly what we want. They will not like some parte of 
it, of course, and may initially react in a very negative manner, but at least 
they will know what they are up against and can start serious re-thinking. 

4) Who Is Watching Whom? There is some Interesting If inconclusive room 
for speculation about why Marcovich and Attbrac were given a false schedule 
of activities. 

5) Hanoi Concern about Greater US Effort. Dong's remarks about the dikes 
and about fig h ti n g on North Vietnamese soil reinforce our earlier impression 
that Hanoi really expects us to bomb the dikes during the summer high water 
on the Red River, and also may expect a land invasion. 

6) Were Hard-Line Mhan Dan Articles Related to Visit? By July 19 and 20, 
when Aubrac and Marcovich were in Phnom Panh, Hanoi must have realised 
that they had come to talk about a possible settlement.- The tough July 20 
and particularly July 21 Nhan Dan editorials may have been intended for their 
ears. It would not be the first time that Hanoi had accompanied secret talks 
with public reiteration of harsh demands. In this case, however, we think 
the editorials were probably more likely related to Economics Minister 

Le Thanh Nghi's visit to Peking. 
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